Mary E. Mosher, Ph.D. 1648 
All participants (applicant, applicant's representative, PTO personnel): 

(1 ) MarvE. Mosher. Ph.D. ^ 

(2) Veronica Mailon . ^ 

Date of Interview: 29 January 2004 . 

Type: a)D Telephonic b)Q Video Conference 

c)D Personal [copy given to: 1)D applicant 2)Q applicant's representative] 

Exhibit shown or demonstration conducted: d)Q Yes e)(EI No 
If Yes, brief description: . 

Claim(s) discussed: all rejected claims 

Identification of prior art discussed: cited in iast action 

Agreement with respect to the claims f)D was reached. qM was not reached. h)Q N/A. 

?o U a b S Ce ° f ' nte I? ew inCluding descri P tion of th e general nature of what was agreed to if an aqreement was 
eached or any other comments: Discussed last antin g as much as nn,,i b , e wiLui™!^ 

THE FORMAL WRITTEN REPLY TO THE LAST OFFICE ACTION MUST INCLUDE THF <5l ir^tampc 01= -rue 
Summary of Record of Interview requirements on reverse side or on attached sheet tR VIEW. See 

M M v/v/' y 




Title 37 Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) § 1.133 Interviews 

Paragraph (b) 

In every instance where reconsideration is requested in view of an interview with an examiner, a complete written statement of the reasons oresent-H =. •h- i- 
warranfng favorable action must be filed by the applicant. An interview does no. remove the necessity for reply to ^§§Tl 1 1 1 m (35 as^! 132) 

.... . ..... _ 4 A T , 37 CFR §1 .2 Business to be transacted in writing. 

any alleged oral promise, stipulation, or understanding in relation to which there is disagreement or doubt. be pa ' d '° 



The action of the Patent and Trademark Office cannot be based exclusively on the written record in the Office if that record h it««»if 
incomplete through the failure to record the substance of interviews. r ls ltself 

,Hp ..v.minJfi"^ T p ° nsibilit y of a PP |icant or th e a « orne y °^ a 9ent to make the substance of an interview of record in the application file unless 

^XcT^l ^Jg&S' examiner ' s responsibi,ity t0 see that such a record is made and * — < 

requirements for wh.ch interview recordation is otherwise provided for in Section 81 2A1 of the Manual 0 Patent ^ExamlnS PrSure oS a 
SSSZFlS"* f ^ ° r unreadable in ° ffice acti0 "« « the like, are excluded from the interview recordation p ™edu e1 below vZe the 
substance of an nterview is completely recorded in an Examiners Amendment, no separate Interview Summary Records requfred 

"Content/^ 1^1 n mmary Fon ? ^ M ** 9] T an a PP r °P riate Pa P er N °- P' a ^ d in the right hand portion of the fife and Sed on the 
Contents section of the file wrapper. In a personal interview, a duplicate of the Form is given to the applicant (or attorney or aaenn at the 
conclusion of the interview. In the case of a telephone or video-conference interview, the copy is mailed to the SdS^S^SiS^ a ddr«« 
ether with or pnor to the next official communication. If additional correspondence from the examiner is not ikelyCe an S°To™M* 
circumstances dictate, the Form should be mailed promptly after the interview rather than with the next official cLmunication 

The Form provides for recordation of the following information: 

- Application Number (Series Code and Serial Number) 

- Name of applicant 

- Name of examiner 

- Date of interview 

- Type of interview (telephonic, video-conference, or personal) 

- Name of participants) (applicant, attorney or agent, examiner, other PTO personnel, etc.) 

- An indication whether or not an exhibit was shown or a demonstration conducted 

- An identification of the specific prior art discussed 

" ^J^f i ? n f Whether T agre ! me " t was reached and if s °. a description of the general nature of the agreement (may be by 

being aiiowab,e) - No,e: A9reement as to aiiowabiii * * <~ 

- The signature of the examiner who conducted the interview (if Form is not an attachment to a signed Office action) 

«h„„ w k " d * s ' rable that the examiner orally remind the applicant of his or her obligation to record the substance of the interview of each case It 
should be noted, however, that the Interview Summary Form will not normally be considered a complete and proper recordat oTofThe infetview 

X^offi^ by ^ aPP ' iCant " 6Xaminer 10 inC,Ude ' a " ° f the app,icab ' e « ems ^^ co^X 

and P r° P % If ° rd ? ti0n °! the substance of an V interview should include at least the following applicable items- 

1 ) A brief description of the nature of any exhibit shown or any demonstration conducted 

2) an identification of the claims discussed, 

3) an identification of the specific prior art discussed, 

4) an identification of the principal proposed amendments of a substantive nature discussed, unless these are already described on the 
Interview Summary Form completed by the Examiner, «»e««ay aescrmea on me 

5) a brief identification of the general thrust of the principal arguments presented to the examiner 

™£?^Z V X f m6t fl L need " 0t be len9thy ° r 6,ab0rate - A verbatim or hi 9 h| y detailed description of the arguments is not 
Xi„ or 7il ho 1 h !° n H ■ "S argu ? 1 !? tS iS SUfficient if the general nature ° r th ™t of the principal arguments mfde to the 
T^Z tK "nders ood in the context of the application file. Of course, the applicant may desire to emphasize and My 
descnbe those arguments which he or she feels were or might be persuasive to the examiner ) 
o) a general indication of any other pertinent matters discussed and 

7> fheeSner.' 9enera ' " ° UtC ° me ° f ^ interview unless alread V d «*"»ed in the Interview Summary Form completed by 

. £ xaminers are expected to carefully review the applicant's record of the substance of an interview If the record is not comoiete and 
accurate, the examiner will give the applicant an extendable one month time period to correct the record complete and 



Examiner to Check for Accuracy 
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Status of Application: 

(3) . 

(4) . 

Time: 



All Participants: 

(1) MarvE. Mosher. Ph.D. . 

(2) Veronica Malon . 

tyDO^ Lit l 
Date of Interview: 27 April 2990 - £ Jh *\ 1^0 O <j 

Type of Interview: 

03 Telephonic 

□ Video Conference 

□ Personal (Copy given to: □ Applicant □ Applicant's representative) 

Exhibit Shown or Demonstrated: [3 Yes □ No 

If Yes, provide a brief description: copy of provisional application 60/016632. 

Part I. 

Rejection(s) discussed: 
none 



Claims discussed: 
46 



Prior art documents discussed: 
none 



Part II. 

SUBSTANCE OF INTERVIEW DESCRIBING THE GENERAL NATURE OF WHAT WAS DISCUSSED: 

See Continuation Sheet 



Part III. 

M It is not necessary for applicant to provide a separate record of the substance of the interview, since the interview 
directly resulted in the allowance of the application. The examiner will provide a written summary of the substance 
of the interview in the Notice of Allowability. 

□ It is not necessary for applicant to provide a separate record of the substance of the interview, since the interview 
did not result in resolution of all issues. A brief summary by the examiner appears in Part II above. 



MARY E. MOSHER 
PRIMARY EXAMINER 

GROUP mbr/c^ 



Continuation of Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was discussed: MM felt 
obligated to enter amendment even though change in claim 46 involved new issues, since applicant adopted clarifying 
language suggested by MM. However, to determine effective date for claim 46, needed acess to provisional, and was 
having great difficulty getting the file back from the warehouse. VM faxed copy of provisional. MM determined 
examined claims were allowable, discussed rejoinder of process claims, examiner's amendment cancelling other 
nonelected claims and fixing minor details. . 



